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Heap Orrice: 6, ST. ANDREW SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 

UMS are so moderate that, at usual ages for Assurance, £1,200 or £1,250 may 

bene ares scoured from the first for the yearly payment which elsewhere is charg2d (with 
sar £1,000 only: uivaleot to an immediate and c2rtain Bonus of 2) to 25 per cent. 
The othe SuRPLUS ia divided among the Policyholders, on a system at o1ce safe and 
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Exampies or Premium ror £100 at Deata—witu Parorirs. 






| = | ww] s | @) @)| @ | 8) 
During Life| £1 18 0|£2 1 6 |£2 610, £214 9/£3 5 9) #4 1 7 GH 111) 
Payments} 210 2/ 213 0| 217 9' 8 46) 340/487 5 611 
isPayments| 3 8 5| 312 1|/ 318 0 4 5 8! 416 2} 511 8 6 91L| 
ened ES RA: = RE, SD 





* A person of 30 may secur? £1,000 at d-ath by a yearly payment of €20 15a. during life. 
This Premium would generally elsewhere secure (with Profits) £8)0 only, instead of £1,000. 
On, if unwilling to burden himself with pe ney during his whole life, he may secure 
£1,000 by twenty-five payments of £26 10s., being thus free of Premiums before age 55. 

More THAN ONE-HALF of the Members who died a Septennial period were 
entitled to Bonuses which, NOTWITHSTANDING THAT TH® PREMIUMS DO NOT AS A RULE 
EXCKED THE NON-PROFIT RATES OF OTHER Orrices. were on the average equal to aN 
ADDITION OF ABOUT 60 PER CENT. to the Policies which participated. 





SES. THE ACCUMULATED FUNDS EX°CEBED - - £11,000,000. 
Brwrsouam: 95, Colmore-row. Barstow: 31, Clare-street. Carpirr: 19, High-street. 

s. Gd. Lgeps: 35, Park-row. Liverroo: 25, Castle-street. Mancuesrer: 10, Albert-square. 
. Newcastwe: 1, Queea-street. Norri.auam: 27, Victoria-street 

mate Lonpon Orrick: No. 17, KING WILLIAM STREET, E.C. 

0 ication, 

USE THE OLDEST &4 WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANCE OFFICE. 

on, E.C, 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 


SOCIETY, LIMITED. 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonpDs. MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 
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HEAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS Xx 


4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
E LICENSED PROPERTY 

To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 





Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtamed on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 











a : GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
_— special valuation and at low rates. 

1898, LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

RITY,. 

on tte ESTABLISHED 1836. 

mediate ~~ ; ~ 

ATION FUNDS - = * = = £ 3,000,000 

>rURES, INCOME . . - : - £390,000 

— YEARLY BUSINESS -_ - - $1,000,000 

" BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £11,700,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 
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The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
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Age Premium | Age Premium 


£178] 30 £116%,| 40 | £2 107%, | 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration 10 yrs. 20 yra. 40 yrs. 





30 yrs. 


Amount of Policy 





£1,199 £1,438 £1,724 £2,067 





Next Bonus as at 3let December, 1901. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE ONLY cause lists which have reached us before going to 
press are those of actions for trial in the Queen’s Bench Division. 
Singularly enough, after the recent denunciation of juries in 
civil actions by the President of the Incorporated Law Society, 
the Middlesex jury actions in the cause lists for the ensuing 
sittings shew an enormous preponderance over the non-jury 
actions. The former number 437 aad the latter only 161. In 
all there were 642 actions entered for trial up to the 17th iast., 
as against 394 at the commencement of the Trinity Sittings and 
453 a year ago. It may be noted that out of all this mass of 
litigation there appear to be only about nine libel actions. 





WE Anz enabled, by the courtesy of the Assistant Registrar, 
to print elsewhere the draft of a proposed Order in Council, 
postponing, as regards certain portions of the County of London, 
the operation of the Order in Council of the 18th of July, 1898. 
It will be seen that the effect of the draft Order is to make 
registration compulsory on the Ist of January next in only a 
portion (in place of the whole) of South London, including, 





roughly speaking, Southwark, Camberwell, Lambeth, Ber- 
| mondsey, Newington, Rotherhithe, and part of the parish of 
Streatham. The parishes of Battersea, Clapham, Putaey, 
| Tooting Graveney, Wandsworth, and the remainder of the 
| parish of Streatham are to be brought in on the Ist of May, 1900 ; 
| and the rest of the county (except the City of London) on the Ist 
| of November, 1900. Compulsory registration is not to be applied 
| to the City of London until the lst of May, 1901. The proposed 

postponement is, no doubt, prudent ; the districts which it affects 
| are densely covered with houses, involving a great number of 
| transfers, and it would hardly be possible for the Laad Registry 
| to satisfactorily deal at one blow with the enormous mass of 
| business by the original Order proposed to be cast upoa it on 
the Ist of January next. 





Tue Master of the Rolls, ever genial, was ia one of his 
happiest moods at Norwich on Tuesday. He was very much at 
home, for he was addressing the solicitors and law studeats 
of a city where his uncle had practised as a solicitor for many 
years ; a city which he had kaown nearly all his hfe, and which 
he greatly likes. Yet we do not think that these circum- 
stances can be considered to account for a declaration which is 
likely to cause the late Lord Justice Kay to turn in his Norfolk 
grave. The Master of the Rolls, with an experience at the bar 
and on the bench which is probably unsurpassed by any living 
judge, expressed his conviction that “solicitors were, as a body, 
a very honourable set of men. The trust reposed in them was 
unlimited, and there were very few cases in which they betrayed 
that trust.” The learned judge, with all his kindliness, is one 
of the last men to be led away into an unconsidered and hasty 
expression of opinion, and it must be takea that the declaration 
referred to expresses the result of his long experience. For 
ourselves, however, we venture to think that the declaration, while 
gratifying, was hardly necessary. We must confess thet we 
are a little tirad of testimonials to the general honesty 
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solicitors. We should really hope that by this time the fact is 
universally admitted; and it seems to be as unnecessary to 
— it as it would be to state that the clergy are, as a 

ody, men of good character, or that stockbrokers do not, as a 
rule, cheat their employers. 


REtTvuRNING To the subject of the liability of a purchaser, on a 
sale under a power or trust for sale, to see to the payment of 
estate duty, there is another aspect of the matter which should 
not be lost sight of in any representations which may be made 
to the authorities, and which, it would seem, might be dealt 
with by them without waiting for legislation. Suppose 
that, upon a sale made under such power or trust, the 
purchaser has relied upon the former opinion of the Inland 
Revenue Department, that he was not bound to see to the 
payment of the duty, and has completed without evidence 
of such payment. He resells the property at an increased 
price after the department has changed its mind. How is 
he to satisfy the purchaser from him that the proper duty 
has been paid? If he applies to the original vendors, he 
may either be refused an answer, or may find that the duty has 
not yet been paid, or if it has been paid, he will probably find 
that the original vendors have not obtained a certificate of 
payment under section 11 of the Finance Act, 1894. For some 
reason or other, it is, according to our experience, by no 
means invariable — perhaps not even usual — for a certifi- 
cate of payment to be obtained, possibly because the 
cowmirsioners are seldom ‘‘sati-fied that the full estate duty 
ha» beew or will be paid”; yet this is the only satisfactory 
evidence of payment. The origival vendors are likely, if duty 
has already been paid, to refuse to apply for such certificate, 
since the department might inquire whether the property had 
been resold, and if so, at what price, and might claim duty on 
the increased price. Our baffled intermediate vendor would 
then have to apply’ to the department for information as to 
payment of the duty. Of course, according to the existing 
practice, he is not entitled to a certificate of payment, and 
in strictness, he will not be entitled to require such infor- 
mation, but the department, scenting more plunder, may 
possibly reply with a polite request for information as to 
the price on the resale, and on this being furnished may say 
that the full estate duty has not been paid, and that a claim 
will be made against the original vendors in respect of the 
increased price on the resale. And so the completion of the 
resale will be hung up until, after an acrimonious corres- 
pondence between the original vendor and the department, 
this additional duty has been satisfied. The remedy for 
this inconvenient state of things is obviously that the depart- 
ment should furnish a certificate of payment, under section 11, 
on the application of any holder for the time being of the pro- 
perty liable to the duty, or of any part thereof, without regard 
to a subsequent sale at an increased price. There might be a 
difficulty as to this in the case of a resale in a large number of 
lots, but this could easily be met by a rule that in such a 
case one certificate only should be given to the vendor on such 
sale. We hope that this matter will be considered by thu 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society. 





Tux pEciston of the Court of Appeal in Osmond v. Mutual 
Cycle Co. (1899, 2 Q. B. 488) constitutes an important exception 
to the principle established by Re Blyth § Fanshawe (10 Q. B. D. 
207) that a solicitur cannot recover against his client any extra- 
ordinary costs of litigation unless he has previously explaine | 
the matter to the client and obtained his sanction. “I take it 
to be the general rule of law,” said Baccatay, L.J., in that case, 
‘‘and an important rule which is to be observed in almost all 
cases, that if an unusual expense is about to be incurred in the 
course of an action, it is the duty of the solicitor to inform his 
client fully of it, and not to be satisfied by taking his authority 
simply to incur the additional expense, but to point out 
to him that such expense will or may not be allowed on taxation 
between party and party whatever may be the result of the trial.” 
But however salutary such a rule may be for ordinary cases, it 
would have caused great hardship had it been enforced in 
Osmond v. Mutual Cycle Co. In that action the plaintiff was suing 








for his costs as solicitor employed by the defendant company jy 
an action for the infringement of patent brought by the Dunlo 
Poeumatic Tyre Co. against customers of the defendant company, 
The defence of the latter action was taken up by the Mutual 0 
Co. and another company interested. The action was tried befor 
Romer, J., and lasted for ten days. At the commencement of 
the proceedings the judge inquired whether a shorthand not 
of the evidence was being taken, and after discussion it wa 
arranged between counsel that this should be done. In py 
suance of the arrangement Mr. Osmonp ay part of the 
expenses of the notes out of his own pocket, but when he came 
to include them in his disbursements as against his clients 
objected to pay. The Court of Appeal held that they could no 
take advantage for this purpose of Re Blyth § Fansham, 
A. L. Surrn, L.J., based his decision partly upon the special 
requirements of a patent action and partly on the fact that the 
arrangement for taking the notes was made on the initiatiys 
and with the sanction of the judge. ‘Ose knows perfectly 
well,” he said, “ that in patent cases where there are complicated 
and scientific details in conflict a shorthand note is really a 
necessity. No judge can take down a sufficiently accurate detail 
of the evidence necessary for present and after use. Moreover, if 
he were to try to doso, the cause would last double the time it a 
present lasts, which, inall conscience, is long enough. Instead ofa 
shorthand note in such cases being an unusual and unnecessary 
expense, it is, in my opinion, usual and essential to the proper 
trial and subsequent adjudication of the case.” Vavonay 
Wits, L.J., preferred not to deal with the question of the 
special requirements of a patent action, and decided in favow 
of the solicitor on the ground of the arrangement made between 
the parties with the sanction of the judge. With that sanction, 
he said, it was arranged so as to bind both parties that the 
transcript of the shorthand notes should be the authentic 
record of the evidence in the case. Oonsequently the case was 
outside the rule in Re Blyth § Fanshawe, and the harsh result 
was avoided of leaving the solicitor under such circumstances to 
bear the costs himself. 








IN THE RECENT case of Great Western Railway Co. v. London 
and County Banking Co. (1899, 2 Q. B. 172) Bicuam, J., had to 
consider the question of the meaning of the term ‘‘ customer” in 
section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. The section 
provides that ‘‘where a banker in good faith and without 
negligence receives payment for a customer of a cheque crossed 
generally or especially to himself, and the customer has no title 
or a defective title thereto, the banker shall not incur any 
liability to the true owner of the cheque by reason only of 
having received such payment.” This, of course, constitutes 
a most important protection for bankers, as, without 
some such express enactment, they would run the risk 
of loss whenever they collected for a customer a crossed 
cheque marked “Not negotiable.” The effect of section 81 of 
the Bills of Exchange Act is to prevent a person who takes suchs 
cheque from obtaining a better title than the person had from 
whom he took it. Hence, if a customer who has a defective title 
to the cheque hands it to his bank, they would, under section 81, 
obtain no better title than the customer. Section 82, however, 
prevents this result and enables a bank with safety to accept 
for collection a cheque of this nature. The section only applies, 
however, when the cheque is taken from a customer, and it will 
not protect a bank in cashing the cheque for a stranger. 
The mere fact that the bank collects a cheque for a person 
who otherwise has no dealings with it does not make 
such person a customer of the bank (JMathews v. Williams, 
Brown, § Co. 10 The Reports, 210). The word ‘‘ customer, 
said Cave, J., in that case, implies something of use 
and habit in dealing; one transactiongloes not make a maa 
a customer. On the other hand, to constitute a person & 
customer of the bank it is not necessary that he should have aa 
account there. It is sufficient that he is in the habit of having 
with the bank dealings incident to banking business. 





In Great Western Railway Co. v. London and County Banking 
Co. (supra) one Hvuacins had been for many years & rate 
collector in the employment of the Wantage Rural District 
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Council, and of other similar bodies. In this capacity he 
received cheques from ratepayers, and he used uently 


to cash them through the defendants’ branch bank at 
Wantage. This practice had lasted for fifteen or twenty 

ears, and some fifty or sixty cheques were cashed in the course 
of each year. On receipt of cash for the cheques, Huccrvs was 
accustomed to distribute it among the local bodies to whom he 
had to account. The bank were the bankers of the Wantage 
Rural District Council, but Huccrvs himself had no account at 
the bank, and, to use the words of Bieuam, J., in summarizing 
the facts, ‘‘each of his transactions with the defendants was 
completely disposed of as and when he brought the cheques.” 
In November, 1898, Huccrys obtained from the plaintiffs a 
cheque for £142 10s., upon a false statement that a rate had 
been made, and that the amount was due from them. The cheque 
was drawn on the London and Joint Stock Bank in favour of him- 
self or order, and was crossed generally,and marked “ Not negoti- 
able.” The cheque was taken by Hvuaarns to the defendants’ 
branch bank, where, in accordance with the usual] course of dealing 
it was accepted for collection, and the proceeds were at once 
credited to Hucerns, £117 10s. being handed to him in cash 
and the balance of £25 paid at his request to the credit of the 
district council’s account. The cheque was forwarded to the 
defendants’ head office for collection and it was duly presented 
and paid. Under section 29 (2) the title of a person who 
negotiates a bill is defective, within the meaning of the Act, 
when he obtains the bill (inter alia) by fraud, or when he 
negotiates it in breach of faith. Olearly this state of fact 
existed in the present case, and, accordingly, the cheque 
being marked ‘‘ Not negotiable,” the defendants would 
acquire no better title to it than Hucacrys had, unless they 
could have recourse to section 82, for which purpose it was 
necessary that Huccins could be treated as a customer. 
Ordinarily, of course, the customers of a bank are those who 
have accounts there, and the bank would in general not care to 
do business except with customers in this sense. But the 
business of a bank is not confined to transactions with, or on 
account of persons who have accounts with it, and Bicuam, J., 
declined to limit the term ‘‘ customer” in this manner. Hucerns 
had been, he observed, in the habit for many years of using the 
defendant bank in connection with transactions which un- 
doubtedly constitute part of a banker’s business—namely, the 
collection of cheques; and he was well known to the bank. 
This was enougg to constitute him a customer within the 
meaning of the section, and the defendants accordingly were 
not bound to refund the proceeds of the cheque. 


“I want To xnow,” asked Lord Russett, at his visit to the 
Gray’s-inn Moot Society some months ago, “ why, if this system 
of moots was found to be a necessary part of legal training in 
the past, and why, if we are of that opinion now, it should not be 
& necessary part of the legal system in our days? Why should 
it be left to the voluntary efforts of young men?” In an article 
inthe current number of the Law Quarterly Review Mr. Czor. 
Watsu, the honorary secretary of the Gray’s-inn society, has 
dealt with this question, and has endeavoured to shew how the 
moot system might be revived. Of the vigour with which it 
flourished informer days there cords contain ample evidence, and a 
certificate of attendance at the moots was a necessary requirement 
for call to the bar. For some reason, however, not well under- 
stood, the practice fell into disuse, and it has never been 
successfully revived here. Mr. Waxsu quotes his own society 
as the only attempt to carry on the system. The moot court is 
held six or eight times a year, and is -generally presided over 
by a “‘silk” who is not a member of Gray’s-inn. It would 
seem; however, from Mr. Watsn’s account, that in America 
moots have been initiated with considerable success, and at the 
Harvard Law School they form no insignificant part of the 
curriculum. The moots were formerly held under the super- 
intendence of the authorities, but the system appears to have 
given way to voluntary clubs, of which there are fifteen or twenty, 
and the students are said to take to the work of the clubs with 
enthusiasm. It can hardly be doubted that mooting encourages 
both study of the law and readiness in reproducing what has 

mlearned. But this isan age of book-learning and exami- 
Rations, and unless mooting is made to pay in some way for 


examination purposes, we doubt whether it will be revived here 
on an extensive scale. 





Tue quxstion raised before Mr. Commissioner Kerr this 
week on the liability of shipping agents for wharfage dues is one 
of no little importance. In 1885 Messrs. Lanastarrz & Oo. 
deposited a number of bags of gold ore at the Southwark 
Wharf, Bankside. Messrs. Lanestarre allege that they 
deposited the ore simply as agents, and that under such 
circumstances it is to the owners of the goods that the wharf- 
owners look for wharf dues, or in default that their charges are 
recovered by sale of the goods. In the present case the ore has 
remained at the wharf till now, and it has apparently turned 
out to be of no value. No owner has come forward to claim it, 
and since the dues cannot be recovered by sale, the wharf-owners 
have sued the agents for payment. Evidence was forthcom: 
in the action from several dock companies that they always looked 
to the persons who fetched away the goods to pay the charges, 
but Mr. Commissioner Kerr is reported to have said that he 
would not be guided by any amount of custom, and he decided 
against Messrs. Lanestarre & Co. Surely, however, in such a 
case an established custom would govern the conditions of the 
deposit, especially where the depositors are known to the wharf- 
owners to be no more than agents. Apparently there will be an 


appeal. 








ESTOPPEL BY NEGLIGENCE. 


Tue principle of estoppel, like other principles of law, has been 
adopted by the courts for the purpose of doing justice between 
litigants, but it has the peculiarity that it does not in itself 
afford any independent ground of action; it only operates 
indirectly by forbidding one of the parties to rely upon the real 
facts of a transaction, or, shortly, to state the truth. ‘‘ Estoppel,” 
said Bowen, L.J., in Low v. Bouwerte (40 W. R. 50; 1891, 
3 Ch., p. 105), “is on a rule peng vd you cannot found 
an action upon estoppel. Estoppel is only important as being 
one step in the ceaias towards relief on the hypothesis that 
the defendant is estopped from denying the truth of something 
which he has said.” ‘It is called,” to revert to an older 
authority (Co. Litt. 352), ‘an estoppel or conclusion because a 
man’s own act or acceptance stoppeth or closeth up his mouth to 
allege or plead the truth.” The primd facie harshness of the doctrine 
vapishes when it is observed that the exclusion of the truth at 
the trial is only permitted where there has been previously 
an exclusion of the truth in the transaction out of which 
the litigation arises, and where the plaintiff has acted 
upon the state of affairs falsely represented to him as 
in fact existing. Even if the estoppel was not recognized it 
might still be possible for the deceived party to obtain relief, 
though at the cost of circuity of action. But while in principle 
the doctrine of estoppel is capable of abundant justification, its 
singularity has caused it to be difficult and uncertain to apply in 
practice. This difficulty is especialiy felt where the estoppel is 
alleged to arise out of negligence, and the long array of recent 
cases in which this aspect of the doctrine has been discussed, 
do not furnish a result at which lawyers can look with satisfac- 


tion. We are glad, therefore, to call attention to the views set 
forth in a very interesting article contributed to the current 
number of the Law Quarterly Review by Mr. Joun 8. Ewart, Q.C, 
of the Oanadian bar. 


At the outset of any consideration of the subject it is essential 


to clear away the ambiguity that lies in the word ‘‘ negligence.” 
In its widest sense it comprehends the neglect of as 
whatever cause such neglect may arise, whether it is intentional 
or is due simply to absence of care; but ordinarily it is in the 
latter, and more restricted sense, that it is to be taken. 
gence,” said Wiss, J., in Vaughan v. Taff Vale Railway 
(6 H. & N., 
to the circumstances.” 
Ewart uses the term, and he makes this clear by referr ng 
to his subject as “ estoppel by carelessness,” defining the latter 
term in the words of Atpsrson, B., in Blyth v. Birmingham 
Waterworks Co, (11 Ex., p. 784) as “‘ the omission to do something 
which a reasonable man ; 


uty from 
“ Negli- 


p. 688), ‘tis the absence of care according 
It is in this sense accordingly that Mr, 


would do, or doing some- 
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thing which a prudent and reasonable man would not do,” 
adding, however, the necessary qualification that the careless- 
ness must be in breach of some duty arising out of contract, 
relationship, or otherwise. 

This point being established, Mr. Ewarr next notes that in 
enmel carelessness is only important when it is associated 
with misrepresentation. This follows from the fuxdamental 
notion of estoppel as we have defined it above. There must 
have been a misrepresentation of the true facts upon which the 
plaintiff has acted, and he is entitled, therefore, to have his 
rights determined in accordance with the facts as represented, 
and not in accordance with the facts as they are. But in apply- 
ing estoppel to cases of misrepresentation Mr. Ewart suggests a 
distinction, apparently not hitherto explicitly taken, between 
personal and assisted misrepresentation, and he confines the 
operation of carelessness by estoppel to the latter class of cases. 
As an instance of personal misrepresentation he refers to the case 
where a man holds himself out as a partner in a firm, and is conse- 
quently estopped from denying membership; but here the estoppel 
springs directly from the misrepresentation and not from any 
carelessness. In cases, however, where the estoppel is based on 
carelessness, the transaction divides itself into two parts: care- 
lessness in A., which puts B. in a position to make a misrepre- 
sentation to C.; and such misrepresentation actually made by B. 
Where, for instance, a legal mortgagee carelessly entrusts the 
title deeds to the mortgagor, who thereupon creates an equit- 
able charge by means of them, there is, according to Mr. Ewart, 
a case of ‘ assisted misrepresentation,” and the mortgagee will 
be estopped from setting up his legal estate to the prejudice of 
the equitable incumbrancer. Ordinarily, as Mr. Ewart admits, 
this case is dealt with without reference to estoppel, and, if the 
carelessness of the mortgagee falls within the rules in Northern 
Counties Fire Insurance Co. v. Whipp,(26 Ch. D. 482)—that is, if it 
is equivalent to fraud—it is deemed sufficient to say that the 
legal estate is postponed to the equitable charge. Mr. Ewart, 
however, contends that estoppel is at the bottom of the matter. 
The owner of the legal estate is first, but he is estopped from so 
saying. ‘Treating the case in this way it is an example of 
assisted misrepresentation, and may give rise to estoppel by 
carelessness. 

The best example of estoppel by carelessness, if Young v. 
Grote (4 Bing. 253) could be accepted as a safe guide, would be 
the careless drawing of a cheque or acceptance of a bill of 
exchange, whereby the bank who pay the cheque or an innocent 
holder of the bill are damnified. In that case the customer of 
a bank gave his wife a blank cheque, leaving her to fill up the 
blank as she might require. She filled it up in such a way that 
the clerk to whom she gave the cheque to be cashed was able 
to increase the amount, and he appropriated the difference. It 
was held, as is well known, that the ordinary rule which throws 
the risk of forgery on the banker did not apply, and Best, 0 J., 
without referring to the doctrine of estoppel, was content to 
decide the case simply on the ground that the banker had been 
misled by want of proper caution on the part of his customer. 
The simplest way of treating the matter, however, is to say that 
the customer was estopped from asserting that the cheque as 
presented to the bank was not his cheque, and upon this ground 
the case has sometimes been explained (see per CranworTH, 
L.C., in Orr v. Union Bank of Scotland, 1 Macq., p. 528). 
Recently, however, it was said by Lord Esuzr, wR. in 
Scholfield v. Londesborough (1895, 1 Q. B., p. 548) not 
to be a case of estoppel at all, but to depend upon the 
rule that anyone who signs a blank cheque authorizes 
aby m into whose hands it comes to fill it up as his agent ; 
and it follows from the decision of the House of Lords in the 
same case, that Young v. Grote sets up no general rule with 
respect to negotiable instruments, but is pec om to the relation 
of banker and customer. This is a result which Mr. Ewart 
views with regret, inasmuch as in the acceptance of a bill he 
sees many opportunities for carelessness which will inflict loss 
on subsequent holders. He favours the view enunciated by 
Bracksury, J.,in Swan v. North British Australasian Co. (2 H. & 
CO. 183), that “ the person putting in circulation a bill of exchange 
does by the law merchant owe a duty to all parties to the bill to 
take reasonable precautions against the possibility of fraudu- 
lent alterations of it,” a view of which oF Lopes in his dissen- 





tient judgment in Scholfield v. Londesborough (1895, 1 Q. B., p. 544) 
is probably the most recent supporter. But the majority of the 
Court of Appeal (Lord Esner, M.R., and Ricsy, L.J.) in that 
case, a8 well as the House of Lords, have negatived the contention 
that the acceptor of a bill is under any duty to holders of it to 
take precautions against fraudulent alterations, and hence, since in 
the absence of duty to observe care estoppel by carelessness © 
cannot arise, this field for the application of the doctrine is 
definitely excluded. 

The most instructive part of Mr. Ewart’s article, perhaps, is 
his criticism of the rules which have been laid down for 
determining when a case of estoppel by carelessness must 
arise. These he states as follows: (1) There must be 
neglect of some duty that is owing to the person who 
is misled; (2) the neglect must be in the transaction 
itself (3) or the result must come about in, or in 
immediate connection with, the negligent act or omission ; (4) 
the omission must be the proximate cause of the leading of the 
person into the mistake. To the first of these rules we have 
already referred. Mr. Ewart does not question its validity, 
but he points out that it is not applicable to estoppel by care- 
lessness only. The other three, which are based on the leading 
cases of Bank of Ireland v. Evans (5 H. L. ©. 389), Ex parte 
Swan (7 0. B. N. 8. 400), and Swan v. North British Australian 
Co. (supra), he subjects to adverse criticism. With regard to 
the rule that the neglect must lie in the transaction itself he 
urges that, in the cases under consideration, this is an im- 
possibility. A case of assisted misrepresentation consists, 
as already pointed out, of two parts—the carelessness 
of A., upon which the estoppel is based, and the 
transaction in which advantage is taken by B. of A.’s 
carelessness in order to make a misrepresentation to and to 
deceive an innocent person, C. The carelessness, Mr. Ewanr 
points out, may be prior or subsequent to the transaction, but it 
cannot be in it. He consequently treats the rule as an 
impracticable one, and he endeavours to explain how it arose 
from an erroneous, though unconscious, extension in Swan vy. 
North British Australasian Co. of the rule acted on in Young v. 
Grote and Bank of Ireland v. Evans. For the details of his 
explanation reference should be made to his article. 

. Ewart is equally oppesed to the rule that to found a case 
of estoppel by negligence the neglect must be the proximate 
cause of the leading the person into the mistake. As a matter 
of fact, if the principle is ever to apply at all, the negligence 
cannot be the proximate cause. The negligence of A., as already 
stated, gives occasion for the misrepresentation by B., and it is 
the misrepresentation that is the proximate cause of the 
erroneous belief into which C. is led, and the prejudicial result 
of which C. tries to avert by setting up an estoppel against A. 
Possibly the difficulty might be met by requiring that the care- 
lessness shall be the real, though not the proximate, cause of 
the injury; but, as Mr. Ewarr points out, there is in such a 
case no single “ real” cause, but always two causes—the care- 
lessness, and the actual misrepresentation. He suggests as an 
alternative the rule that “the estoppel - asserter’s change 
of position must have been reasonably consequent upon the 
carelessness.” Altogether the article ably deals with the difli- 
culties incident to the doctrine which Mr. Ewarr discusses, and 
it is worthy of attentive consideration. 








REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir FREDERICK PoLLocK, 
Bart., M.A., LL.D. October, 1899. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Shaw’s Manual of the Vaccination Law, cdntaining the Vaccination 
Acts, 1867, 1871, 1874, and 1898; the Vaccination Orders, 1898 and 
1899; and the Instructional Circulars and Memoranda issued by the 
Local Government Board. With Introduction, Notes, and Index. 
By a Barrister-at-Law. Seventh Edition. Shaw & Sons; 
Butterworth & Co. 








It is sated that Mr. R. C. Burrows has been elected Olerk of the Peace 
for the borough of Cambridge. 
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and he liked the old city. He had been a law student for fifty years, and 

because h ised with those who, like 

CORRESFONDENCE. Ta cn wi ca interest ta the study of toe law that "bo was glad to mest 


SCIENTER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—We should feel obliged if any of your correspondents could | ¢), 
te. @ liability of the owner of | as a body, a very honourable set of 


favour us with a reference to a case as to the | y I 
a bull-dog for injuries done to a human being, which was decided, 
we believe, by a London county court judge recently ; but we cannot 
put our hands on any report of it. cis Minter & STEELE. 
St. Stephen’s Chambers, Telegraph-street, 
Moorgate-street, London, E.C., 17th October. 





COUNSEL’S CLERK’S FEES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Some weeks ago I had occasion to have a conference with 
counsel, in company with my client and with gentlemen with whom 
he was carrying on certain negotiations, which conference lasted the 
greater part cf an afternoon and at which the draft of a very special 
agreement was settled. I requested the counsel’s clerk to mark a 
conference fee of £5 5s. for the afternoon’s work, and on having 
the fee list delivered a few days ago found that £6 10s. was 
charged. 

Upon making inquiries it appeared that the clerk treated the £5 5s. 
as five separate conference fees, and claimed that he was therefore 
entitled to a fee of 5s. on each guinea, or in all 25s., making with the 
£5 5s, the above sum of £6 10s. 

Can any of your readers tell me what is the practice in such a case ? 








G. L. 
NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS. 
Drart Orper In CounciL. 
At the Court at , the day of , 1899.— Present, 


The Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas it is expedient, as regards certain portions of the Coun 
of London, that repo ac of the Order in Council dated the ri 
of July, 1898, and made pursuant to the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
should be postponed. 

Now it is hereby ordered and declared that, as regards the 
hereunder-mentioned portions of the said’ County, the said Order 
is to be read and to take effect as if the Schedule thereto had been 
expressed as follows : 








an Days on atid after 
Portions of the County. bn hy me ppd 
compulsory on Sale. 
The parishes of Christ Church Southwark, St. 
George the Martyr, Camberwell, Horsley- 
down, Lambeth, Bermondsey, Newington, 
Rotherhithe, St. Olave and St. Thomas 
Southwark, St. Saviour Southwark, and the 
detached part of the parish of Streatham 
situate between the parishes of Lambeth 
and Camberwell - - - - - | 1 January, 1900 
The parishes of Battersea, Clapham, Putney, 
Tooting Graveney, Wandsworth, and the 
remainder of the parish of Streatham - | 1 May, 1900 
The remainder of the County, except the City 
of London - - - - - - - | 1 November, 1900. 
The City of London - ee - - | 1 May, 1901 











THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS ON SOLICITORS 
AND LEGAL EDUCATION. 


On Tuesday last the annual dinner of the Norwich Law Students’ Society 


them be a ape The profession of a solicitor could not be c' 
as otherwise a ly honourable one. 
during the last twenty-five or thirty years, thanks very much to 
e of the Incorporated Law Society. 
men. 
them was ted, and there were very few 
they betrayed that trust. The was to 
what he chose to make it. They could degrade it into a peop Famer 
sordid business, or they could elevate it until it became one o noblest 
professions that co engage the attention of man. Law was the 
expression of the English nations of duties which were to be enforced, and 
the machinery for enforcing it and the study of it they would find 
intensely interesting. ray would find that the problems to be solved 
would Zaid © © So cas aay wae abeage prgmeang in amelie 
rofession lay in t were always 

aol in pect Aon views which were true and just to their fellow men. 
They could not study law by a philosophical such as Bentham 
was rather fond of describing. Law was, above all, historical. The law 
of to-day was not invented on the spurof themoment. It was the ontcome 
of our habits; it was the outcome of our views on all subjects which 
concerned the conduct of men; it was the outcome of views ,on religion, 
morality, political economy, judgment; and was the outcome of that 
ineffable something which we called national character. Whatever threw 
light on these subjects threw light on their profession. He asked the 
young men before him not to their attention to statutes or cases, but 
to look d and see what underlay the enactment or the decision, what 


amiss to a lawyer, and which he might not at some time want to know 
something about, for ne came in turn before a lawyer if he had 


anything like a e practice 
Mr. Justice Once Hanoy, in the toast of ‘‘ The Norwich 
> 


such a society were of extreme importance. A society like that 
tended to bring home to the youngest ent the idea that the: 
all members of a + and honourable profession, a prof of 
which he would only say that, so far as he was aware, it was the 
only one in which a man was not thought better of for possessing 
money, and not worse of for holding any form of religious belief. 
were ial reasons why such a society should flourish in this county. 
Norfolk was celebrated for various nae. It was undoubted that 
it produced more and better partridges than any other county, and for 
centuries it had produced a very large number of most distinguished 
judges. If they went to Blickling they would see a portrait of Chief 
Justice Hobart; at Tittleshall they wo see the tomb of Lord Coke; 
Merton was associated with Chief Justice de Gray, Yarmouth with Baron 
Alderson, and Cranworth with the home of Baron Rolfe (afterwards Lord 
Cranworth), who tried Rush at the Norwich Assizes, and who afterwards 
became a distinguished Lord Chancellor. He did not like to pass by the 
name of another distinguished judge who, though not Norfolk by " 
was Norfolk by adoption—Lord Justice Kay; and if he were not present 
he would not hesitate to mention Carlton as the place where lived a judge 
whose eminent judicial faculties were sometimes almost forgotten by those 
who admired the tenderness and the courtesy he extended towards every 
member of the profession. , 





MAGISTRATES’ FEES. 


Ar the quarterly meeting of the Birmingham ved Justices on Wednesday 
in last week, says the Zimes, the Lord Mayor (Alderman Beale) presiding, 
a discuesion took place as to the charging of fees by magistrates. Mr. J. 
F. Brame, one of the justices, had written to the Home Secretary upon 
the question, and the following reply was read : . 
‘* Whitehall, July 29, 1899. 

‘* Sir,—I am directed by the Secretary of State to oguely ae in reply 
| to your inquiry the taking of fees by justices of the peace in 
| the absence of the clerk of the justices, that he is advised that it would not 

be a proper course for a magistrate to pursue to receive and retain fees in 
| respect of work done as a justice at bis own house, and further, that it 
| would not be becoming to take clerk’s fees for the pnrpose of b 
| them over to such clerk, unless there should be some exceptional gro 
for such action en his —_ 
“Tam, Sir, your obedient servant, 
. sas ae. a psgeeer ate 
In to a second letter the y was : 
is _— wee Whitenall Aug. 11, 1899. 
‘¢ Sir,— With reference to your letter of the Ist inst. Iam directed by 

e ni opinion you 
| the Secretary of State to inform you that in his opinion you could not 
| impose or collect fees for administering oaths when the justices’ clerk is 





} 
| 
| 
| 


was held. Mr. W. F. Eversley, the  — +? was in the chair, and there | not present, and he is not able to suggest any circumstances which would 


were present the Master of the Ro 


large number of members of the legal profession. In response to the toast, 
-** The health of the 


patron, Sir Nathaniel Lindley, Master of the Rolls,”’ | 
proposed by the President, the Master or THE Rous said he considered it | 
no little honour to be asked to be patron of the Norwich Law Students’ 

Society. He was no stranger to Norwich. His father was a Catton man, | 
his mother was a Suffolk woman, and his uncle was a solicitor in Norqich. 
From the time he was ten years of age he had known Norwich intimately, 





Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy, and a | make it proper for you to do so. 


‘‘T am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
“Cuarntes 8S. Murpocs.” 
The magistrates’ clerk said the decision was a most important one. He 
believed some magistrates had been in the habit of condu business at 
their offices and private a SS eee be done at the 
Victoria Courts, and in this way fees to a amount were lost. 
So far as his own office was concerned he was indifferent, inasmuch as the 
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te’s clerks were paid by salary, and the whole of the fees went to 
the borough funds. 

Mr. Brame explained that during the year he had received fees from as 
many as ninety-five people who had visited his office or house for various 
magisterial purposes. In many other cases he had not charged fees for 
various reasons, but mainly because the applicants were in indigent 
circumstances. He was unaware that he was doing wrong in taking the 
fees, and was under the impression that other magistrates had been in the 
habit of doing the same thing. 

Several of the magistrates stated that they had occasionally signed 
documents for people who had called upon them, but in no case had they 
received any fee. 

The Lorp Mayor thought it would be extremely inconvenient if people 
got to know that by calling upon particular magistrates they could escape 
paying the court fees, though he admitted that emergencies might arise 
when it was necessary for a magistrate to exercise his functions outside a 
court. 

Mr. Brame pointed out that what he had done was really in consequence 
of advice he received from the magistrates’ clerk some time ago. It 
seemed to him a very great hardship that persons living a considerable 
distance from the police-court should have to pass the houses of several 
magistrates in order io go through a formality in court. 

Tue Lorp Mayor proposed: ‘‘ That in the opinion of this meeting it 
is not desirable that justices should take oaths or declarations out of this 
court except in cases of emergency.”’ 

This was seconded and carried. 


“ LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvTIons. 

Lovis Cuartes Lvmiey, WALTER Lumiry, Txropore Lumiry, CLaupE 
Basrr Lumury, and Franx Brinstey Harper, solicitors (Lumley & 
Lumley), 15, Old Jewry-chambers, London, 10, Rue de la Paix, Paris, and 
Bordeaux. Oct.11. So far as regards the said Claude Basil Lumley. 

Louis Cuartes Lumiry, Water Lumiey, THEopore Lumzey, and CLAuDE 
Bast Lvmtey, solicitors (Lumley & Lumley), 37, Conduit-street, London, 
10, Rue de la Paix, Paris, and Bordeaux. Oct.11. So far asregards the 
said Claude Basil Lumley. [ Gazette, Oct. 13. 

Srpney Lvcar Mcmrorp, Joun Yates Lanpon-Tearze, and Roserr 
Ropcers, solicitors (Speechly, Mumford, Landon, & Rodgers), 1, New-inn, 
Strand. July 31. . | Gazette, Oct. 17. 





GENERAL. 


In order to ‘‘ quiet’ the title to half of the Brigham Young graveyard in 
Salt Lake City, Utah, it has been necessary, says the New York Times, to 
bring a friendly suit against quite 100 of Brigham Young’s heirs. A 
judgment is asked restraining the defendants from ever asserting any claim 
to or interest in the property, and it is understood that the suit will not be 
contested. 

In the House of Commons on Thursday evening Mr. W. MacNeill asked 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether any appointment had yet 
been made to the judgeship in the Chancery Division, which had 
been recently created under the provisions of the Judicature Act, 1876, in 
accordance with an address of the Houses of Parliament to the Throne ; 
and whether the name of the gentleman recommended by the Lord 
Chancellor to fill the office could now be notified to the House of 
Commons. Mr. Balfour said the answer was in the negative. 

The London Gazette of Friday last contained the following Order in 
Council relating to the abolition of Consular jurisdiction in Japan : ‘‘ As 
regards all such matters and cases as come within the jurisdiction of the 
Japanese courts, the operation of the Orders in Council regulating her 
Majesty’s Consular jurisdiction in the Empire of Japan shall cease to be 
in force and operation within the said Empire as from the 4th day of 
August, 1899, except as regards any judicial matters pending in any of 
her Majesty’s Consular Courts in Japan on the day above mentioned.”’ 

At the autumn general meeting of the Association of Municipal Corpora- 
tions, held on Wednesday at the Westminster Palace Hotel, Sir James 
Woodhouse, M.P., in the chair, it was, among other things, resolved, 
“That, in the opinion of this association the cost and inconvenience 
incurred in the promotion of local improvement Bills in Parliament should 
be lessened, and that it be referred to the Law Committee to consider the 
best methods of giving effect to this resolution with instructions to report 
to the council, who are authorized to take such steps thereon as they may 
deem advisable.” Mr. Alderman Birt (Richmond) -said it was very 
unjust that municipal corporations should be in the position of having to 
go through the formality of obtaining an Act of Parliament for a very 
small improvement. The principle ought to be established that when a 
public body required land for a public improvement it ought almost, asa 
matter of course, to be given on payment of compensation. The chairman 
said the question raised was a grievance about which they had all been com- 
plaining for many years, and Parliament had recognized during the past 
Session that it was a grievance which ought to be redressed. It was a 
reform which they must continue to press for. 

The Albany Law Journal records the death of Chief Justice Charles P. 
Daly, which occurred on the 19th of September, at his residence, Sag Harbour, 
L.I. He was for twenty-seven years chief justice of the Court of Common 
Pleas of New York county, in which important capacity he not only served 
his State with zeal and efficiency, but demonstrated his possession of the 
moral oe that go to make a great judge. He was what has been 
called, lack of a better appellation, a self-made man. Born in New 





York City, in 1816, of parents who had recently emigrated from the 
north of Ireland, he did not enjoy many gfe a in early 
life. His father, who was a master carpenter, died when the future 
judge was a boy at school, and, being left dependent upon a step- 
mother, he decided to earn his own living. After a short experience 
as a clerk, young Daly shipped as a sailor before the mast, and 
passed three years at sea. Nine years later he was admitted to the bar in 
the city of New York. He was a Shakesperian echolar and a patron of the 
drama in its higher forms. An indefatigable student from his youth, he 
collected a library of ever 12,000 volumes. He contributed frequently to 
the North American Review, and published a number of works on various 
subjects, besides eleven volumes of law reports. 

Sir Edward Fry writes to the Times as follows: In a leading article in 
your iseue of last Saturday you called attention to the aubenaitnas of the 
Incorporated Law Society in relation to Lord Russell’s Bill to check 
corruption. Will you permit me to add afew words? It is with great 
satisfaction that I observe the cordiality of the approval given by the 
society to the principle of that Bill, an approval of great importance as 
coming from a body of men who regard the administration of the law 
from a practical point of view and with the light of experience, But the 
resolution expressing that approval contains an affirmation that the Bill as 
it etands interferes with some legitimate transactions. This proposition 
puzzles me. Mr. Reid, who read a paper on the subject, referred to certain 
practices of his branch of the profession of which I willnow only say that they 
result in the receipt and retention of money by solicitors under circum- 
stances which either justify that retention as against the client, in which 
case the transaction is not within the scope of the Bill; or which do not 
justify that retention, in which case the traneaction is not legitimate. 
These practices cannot, then, be those referred to in the resolution. I beg 
that someone who was a party to the resolution of the society will be so 
good as to state what class or classes of transactions exist of which it can 
be raid that they are both legitimate and are interfered with by Lord 
Russell’s Bill. This information will throw light on what now appears to 
be obscure; and will give the Lord Chief Justice the opportunity (of 
which I feel sure that he will avail himself) of removing from his draft a 
very serious blot—if it be found to exist. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Recistrars 1s ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. AppgaL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. STIRLiIna. 
Tuesday, October......... 24 Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. King 
Wednesday . +25 Greswell Godfrey Farmer 
Thursday Church Leach ing 
day. Greswell Godfrey Farmer 
Saturday Church Leach King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KEKEWIOR. Byrne. Cozens-Harpy. 
Tuesday, Oct sber Mr. Carrington Mr. Jackson Mr. Beal 
Wednesday ...... Lavie Pemberton Pugh 
Thursday ......... Carrington Jackson Beal 
| ae ane Lavie Pemberton Pugh 
Thursday...... Seaseiaesdaiadaneal Carrington Jackson Beal 








MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1899. 


COURT OF APPEAL. | Friday ......17...Bkcy and Chan gen list 
Avveat Cover Et '--&- oe 
ceccce ) 
The General List and A Motions | Tuesday. af = 


from the Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, | App motns ex pte—orgl 
and Admiralty Divisions (Probate and | lesan teeun cpdemale 
Divorce), and the County Palatine and | Wednesday 22/on appeal mots (sep 
Stannaries Courts, and Appeals in Bank- list), and Chan gen list if 
ruptcy and Lunacy. requir 
App motns ex pte—orgl | Thursday ...23...Chan gen list 
- 4 a from on i Friday ......24...Bkey and Chan gen list 
Tues., Oct. 24 (on appeal mots (sep list), | Saturday ...25) 
and Chan General List if | Monday......27 
required Tuesday 23) 


Chan gen list 
Wednesday 25) 





Chancery gen list N.B.—Lunacy Matters (if any) are taken 
Thursday ...26 a li in Appeal Court IT. on every Monday 
Friday ......27.. Bkcy and Chan gen list | at Eleven until further notice. 
Saturday ...28 
Monday......30 ) Chan gen list | 
Tuesday “a1) Appeat Court I. 


App motns ex pte—orgl | Final and interlocutor , 
sal u y appeals from the 
Wed, N {mot in — | Queen’s Bench Division, the Probate, 
cepts pete ae en “" Divoree, and Admiralty Division (Ad- 
and — a gen list if miralty} 
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» | County Palatine a’ and App motns ex pte—orgl 
Thursday ... 2 Chan Sen list 7” Tues., Oct. 24 f mots, and apps from ords 
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sti made on interlocutory mots 
rday ... Wednesday 25 

Monday. ie $ \ Chan gen list Thursday 25 New trial paper 

Tuesday ... 7) Friday ...... 27 


App motns ex pte—orgl Appls in re The Work- 
mots—apps from ords made Saturday 9g) men’s Compensation Act 
Wednesday 8<on appeal mots (sep list), m and mew trial paper if 
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= Q B final ap if 


Monday.. 


Wednesda} Hla 
esi nd 

Thursday .. | Q B final apps 
Friday ...... 

Apps in re The Workmen’s 
Saturday . 1s Compensation Act and Q B 
final apps if — 

App motns ex pte—o’ 
mots — apps from o 

20 ( made oninterlocutory mots 
and new trial paper if re- 
quired 


New trial paper 





( Apps inre The Workmen’s 
Saturday ...25{; Compensation Act and 
. new trial paperif Cape | 
App ——. ex a le 
mots—apps from ords 4 
Monday......27 ) on inter ocutory mots, and 
Q B final apps if required 
N.B.—Admiralty “oy” (with Assessors) 
will be taken on be appointed 
by the court. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Court I. 

Ms. Justice NORTH. 


a Oct.. *.. -Motions 

Danie’ 26 3 { General paper 

Friday .....,27...Mots and adj sums ‘ 
Saturday . a8} Sht caus, pets, fur cons, & 


23) adj sums 
Monday......30...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ae 
Wed., Nov. 

Thursday .. ; Acts with wits 
BO cacives 3 
Saturday ... 4 
aero .. 6.. Sitting in chambers 





. 7 
a Acts with wits 


ae 
ease om Sifgjng in chambers 


Wednesday 15 15 General paper 
Thursday .. aie. for Byrne, J, and 


Friday ...... 17...Mots and adj sums 
Sht caus, pets | ym f 
Saturday ...18 ) unopposed pets for Byrne, 
ur cons, and adj surs 
Monday .. .Y ‘Sitting i in chambers 
Tuesday General er 
Wednesday 22 pap 
Thursday .. 2 gen pa for Byrne, J, and 
Friday ...... ‘are and adj sums 
Sht caus, pets (including 
Saturday ...25 unopposed pets for Byrne, 
J.), fur cons, and adj sums 
.. Sitting in chambers 
Any cause pai to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before —~ 
same can be put in the paper to be si 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk the day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 
If witness actions can be taken on any 
days other than those appointed, due 
notice will be given. 


Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Court. 
Ma. Justice STIRLING. 
Tues., Oct.. + -Motions 
Wotseatey #5 | 9g j General paper 
Friday ..,...27...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
Saturday ...28 | Sht caus, pets, adj sums, & 


pa 
Mentay.... .y Sitting in chambers 
Wea ov. 1 St General paper 


Thursday ... 2 i pee for Kekewich, J., and 


Friday ...... 8.. why Pad sums, and gen pa 


Saturday ... 4 ‘Sht caus, pets, adj sums, & 
Monday...... .. Biting i in chambers 
Wednesday 8 Hi General paper 


Thursday ... i ed for Kekewich, J., 





10 ..Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
Saturday . a { Sht caus, pete, adj eame, & 


\ Sitting in chambers 





oie” bhi «3 Sitting in chambers 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers, includ- 

minutes of the sy judgment or or 

er, must be left wi' the judge's clerk 
prs clear day before the cause is to be 
put into the paper. 

N.B.—Witness Actions may be taken on 
days other than those above stated. Of 

these due notice will be given. 


Cuancery Court IV. 
Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
™ > Sees will be the Order of Busi- 


Monday —Petitions and Chamber Sum- 


monses. 

Friday (except when Actions with Wit- 
nesses are exclusively taken)—Motions 
and Adjourned Summonses 

The first day of the Sittings. Tuesday, 
Oct. 24, will also be a Motion day. 

Friday, Dec. 15, will be the last i™ for 
which Notice of Motion can be given 
without special leave. 

On all other days Actions with Witnesses 
or Non- Witness Business, as from time 
_— announced in the Daily Cause 


Actions for Trial with oa ¥ will be 

ken on Tuesday, con- 

tinued until Beturday, ~ 3, it (itoniay, 

Nov. 6, exce 

Moti tions, will be heard by Sting, J. on 

Thursday, Nov. 2, and Thuraday, Nov. 9. 
Speciat Notice Resrectine Petitions 

AND — Causzs. 

Petitions eine with Funds in Court will, 
unless otherwise be heard on 
Monday before the Chamber Summonses. 

Other Petitions will be taken in Court on 
oe from time to time appointed for the 


Short jot, Causes will be not 8 on days from 
e to time appoin' or the 
wes oun to itbeah trae the Judge's 
pave ig Bee eng Lape eneary pagers 
(including minutes) are left with 


Cuancery Court ITT. 
Mr. Justice COZENS-HARDY. 
Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing 
“~ Ay taken wo Me ay BO the 
use on every day of the Si 
jonah Oct. » dg which Live inclusive 
on days on which Liverpool an 
Manchester is 


Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and 
Adjourned Summonses on every 0! 
a y, commencing with Saturday, 


Summonses in Chambers on every other 
7 ae commencing with Saturday, 


Cuancery Courr II. 
Mr. Justice BYRNE. 
Tues, Oct... =. Motions 


Wednesday 
Thursday» 26 =} Non wit list 
Friday ...... 27. ro and mens 
caus, ure 
Saturday ...28 sums, and non wit list 


Weds Nov. 1 ca > 
ots for No 

Thursday ... 2 nom wis ites , 

Friday ...... 3...Mots and non wit list 
FF 

‘or Nor 

Saturday ... 4 yy. procedure sums, and 
non wit 

Monday...... 6... Sitting in chambers 

Welsexaay” 4} Non wit list 

Thursday ... r 9 none ee Bam, J, and 


Friday ......10.. rege and non wit list 





uding 
. ' 


Monday......13...Sitting in chambers book at least one clear day before the 

Tuesday ...14, same can be put in the paper to be so 

Thursday °.16 | Witness list proposed “Tadimeat reslerenn Vola 
Pe or order m 

Friday ...... 1 comb Wi e j ’s clerk one clear 

Sa! y day before the cause is to be put in the 

Monday...... 20...Sitting in chambers pe 

N.B.—The following Papers on Further 

Wedn: are required for the use of 

Thursday ...23 ) Witness list the Ji viz. :—T wo Copies of Minutes 

Friday ...... of the Judgment or Order, 1 

Sa y ...25 yoty ief Clerk’s 

pasaee 27...Sitting in chambers must be left in Court 

with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short before the Further Consi is y 

cause must be so marked in the cause to come into the paper. 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Masters inv Cuampers ror Micuaetmas Sitrines, 1899. 


Ato F—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Johnson ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, and mag 8 Master Pollock. 

G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Walton until 6th 
November inclusive, after that date Lord Dunbo ne ; Tuesdays, Thursdays, 
and Saturdays, Master Macdonell until 4th November, after that date 
Master Walton. 

O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Wilberforce ; 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Senuetioe, Master Manley Smith. 

A to F—AIl applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Kaye are to be made returnable before him in his own Room, 
No. 181, at 11.30 a.m., on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

G to N—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Macdonell are to be made returnable before him on and after 
the 6th November in his own Room, No. 183, at 11.30 a.m., on Mondays, 
Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

O to Z—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned to 
Master Archibald are to be made returnable before the Masters of this 
Division. 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of Masters’ Chambers, and the 
summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the 
summonses to be heard before the Master sitting in Chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the Master in the eame manner as 
if they were returnable at Chambers. By Orper or THE Masters. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
a 4 OF = wy WEEK. — atin tiie 
.—Mesars. m " RIDGEWATE Mart, a! 
“sa ew g tem wn. ax Nos 48, Mar dene, and 64, Great Tower- 
street, oqeiy eae Bite. 


uare Solici Messrs. bard, Gibson, & Co., -s' = 
Guu cad Monsen; Poechold aad Leasehold let to tenants at rents 
> £1,304 10s. annum. oo » , & Co., 


Oct. 7, p. 4 
Oct. ee Epwin Fox & Bousrietp, at the Mart, at 2: New Kent-road A to 


th t and Castle): Leasehold Property, comprising two capital and well- 
establi blocks of srzane wang flitory, aor Evans, Foster, & 
, 


Wadham, London. vertisements, 
Oct. 25.—Messrs. St. Quintin & Sox, at the Mart, at 2: Dulwich and Old Kent-road : 
Leasehold Ground~ 


rents, amoun' to £120 per annum, rack-rental value about 
Se at « & Messrs. Wansey, Bowen, & Co., London. (See adver- 
Oct. 25 Mesars. Dotoras Youre & Co., atthe Mart, at 2 : City ct Lanion Coy enter Gp 
): The valuable lease of the oe with 

No. 125, Fenchurch st.—City of ~4 prin The Bos 
scchol Bite, No. 124, maid (Oy ote st, BC Nightingale lane, Swen A 
i Messrs. Bower, & Lawford, 


with frontage. 
See advertisement, Oct. 16P 8.) 




















~ " , Breacn, Garswortay, & Co., at > 

Oct. 26. — paseneree, Se E.uis rena ~ mS —~ ate : 
opt SBR ay Sr abeet $0) ponsa), snowed on the Heensnd 
beerhouse known as “ The t,”” and four private houses, Nos. 25, 27, 29, and 
31, Wedmore-street, Upper .  Bolicitors, x 
Williams, London. (Gee savertinement, Ook, 4.) 

Oct. 26.—Messrs. Srimson _— = dight 2: Wantee: “gy ae 
Baa igndonWuleace” Freche Grown Renie of £3 per sami, sur on 
Seven Houses.— 

Houses. Solicitor, T. Harley Jones, Esq., London. advertisement, 
vee Rr So Suangs. 
versions, Lirz Pouicy, axp 88 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrievp held pity Sale of Go om 

Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, last, and succeeded in the following at the 

: IONS : 

Absolute to One-fourth of £2,000 4 Sh. Qundat Sat, at 2 

£1,421 4 Cent. New os Bold 540 

Abs lute toa of £1,951 ; ives fund 77 ond os <a 

A jute to £975 ; 65 ose wee on » 

A tute to £160 and Interest at 5 Cent. life7s ... inte > ae 

A te to One-fourth of £3,398 o = 
LIPS POETOR a £00 to the Binadard ; life 65; bonus additions, 

8 ore ite. ses e Petrsioum Go. a sos e pet » wo 

Sin. the Bazopenn Feizaioam Cn, (Listed), 600, : ene a 





Wanknine To inTsnpine Hovse Purcuasers anp Lesszxs.—Before pur- 


3.5 Feats ad house oh the ee 
minster. ‘ee A on receipt of of fall parti ‘ 23 


years. Telegrams, ‘ Sanitation.” —-{Avvr.] 
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WINDING UP NOTICES 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loairep um CHancery. 


Asprews Ruopesia Syspicate, Luutep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 15, 
to send names and addresses, and the dg my of their debts or claims, to John 
Gordon , 6a, Austinfriars, Maxwell, solor to liquidator 

* { LAVERLEY ”” STEAMSHIP, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, Edmund 
Has ehust, Billiter House, Billiter st 

Commercial Travetters Pus.isninc Co, Limitep —Petn for winding up, presented Sept 

Girected to be heard on Oct 25. Nicholson & Co, 24, Coleman st, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Oct 24 
Cvopinewarera Gotp am, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 10, directed 
to be heard on Oct 25. Beal & Payne, 22, Budge row, petner’s s solors. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

Frsanctat Journats. Liwirep—Petn for windi up, presented Oct 2, directed t» be 
heard on Oct 25. Martin & Co, 15, King st, ide, solors to petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later 6 o’clock in the afteraoon of 


Oct 24 

Hartritepoors Sream Fisuixe Co, Liwitsep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 1, to send tneir names and addresses, and the gevtiedons of their debts or 
claims, to Robert Tyson Hodgson, 96, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Mavps.ay, Soys, & Fieiv, Linrrep—Peta for winding up, presented Oct 9, directed to 
be heard on Oct 25. J. Parkers Ayers, 61, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, solors to petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of 


Pampuca Mixes, Liwtrep (1s Liqurparion)—Creditors -: uired, on or before Oct 31, 
to send in their names and addresces, and the =< 7 their debts or claims, to 
Edmund Hamilton Barton, 16, 8t Helen's p Jlarke & Blundell, Serjeants’ inn, 
fleet st, solors to liquid«tor 

Surerngatep Steam Power Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or-before Nov 13, 
to send their names and addresses, and the poe of their debts or claims, to T. x 
Hurry, 8, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster. Braby & Macdonald, Arundel st, Strand, 
solors to liquidator 

Waew anv Nerquis Cotiiertes Co, Luutep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 20, 
to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 





Gain Gage Based, 0, Foregate st. Sharpe & Davison, Chester, solors to 
Wituiams (Carpirr), somes —-Costiion are required, on or before Nov ay to send their 


names and addresses, and the leet of debts or claims, to George Edgar 
Corfield, Exchange chbrs, New 


London Gazette.—Tunspay, Oct. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep 1 CHanogRy. 


ron Oot 26.” Morris, 2, Walbrook, solor for petast Potion ee at aa he 
on or er. Otice of a: m the 

above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct ri 
Genera Freezine Co (Brun’s System), Luntreo—Peta for winding up, presented Oct 13, 
directed to be on Oct 25. smiles & Litchfield, 79}, Gracechurch st, solors and 
rs. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 


of Oct 24 
Hammonps Martasete Goip Mixes Deve.topment, Limrep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented Oct 12, directed to be heard on Oct 25. Kenyon & Bransbury,7 and 8, Ironmonger 
solors for petners. ri abe appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
lock in she afternoon of Oct 24 


I Cork Pavement Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 6. directed 
to be heard Oct 25. Druces & Attlee, 10, Billiter sq, aod for petners. Notice of 
yp must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock im the afternoon of 


Imerovep Cork Pavement Co, Limirep—Petn for winding ur, nage mye Oct 10, directed 
to be heard Oct 25. Sims & eae 0. Gs pl Victoria st, solors for petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the al later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Lort’s Improvep Titi SyypicaTe, Lim1rzEo—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 4, to 
send their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard 
oe 30. Cross st, Manchester. Rowcliffe & Co, Manchester, solors for liquidator 
New Cross Pustic Haut Co, Limrep (1x Liquipariox) —Creditors are required, on or 
before Nov 7, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr. William Albert Schultz, 46, Cannon st 

mapas. on or before Dec 1, to send 


Prism Giose SyypicaTe, ye Ty Fd 
their names and addresses, and their debts and claims, to James 
Hickey Bardsley, 60, King st, Mancheber. Dentnen, Manchester, solor for iguidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
PersEvERANCE Society or Cooxs, White Swan Inn, 67, Coleman st. Oct 3 
Pape or Dagwen Lopce, ate Orper or Ancient Saeruerps, Dun Horse Inn, Hacking 
st, Darwen, Lancs. 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 13. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. Pontypridd Pet Oct 10 


| Bax NOLDs, Witt1am Tuomas, Lancaster pl, 
Builder High Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 10.80 Star Hotel, 
| | Rosana, Harry, Porth, 


Minories, | Locax, Wiit1am James, Maidstone, Builder Oct 25 at 
Maidstone 


rT Confectioner | Lumpy, Witi1z, Dewsbury, Boot Maker Oct 20at3 Off 
Ord Oct 10 Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


| Batle: 
AsporT, Freperick Wiitiam Nort, Swansea, Grocer | RusHworTH, GrorGe Evison. Bradford, Refreshment room Mraxis, Joun, Derby, Law Stationer Oct 20 at 2.30 Off 


Swaneea Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 10 


Bisnor, Gzoroe, Birling, Kent, Builder Maidstone Pet | | SurtH, Artur, Smethwick, Staffs, Grocer West Bromwich nica, % Ww, 
Uct 10 Ord Ree, 95, 


Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 


Proprietor Bradford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 40, 8t Mary 


8 gate, —y | 
Ilford, Essex, Builder Oct 24 at 3 Off 
Temple — sthautet G av 


10 
Bass A : 3 : | TayLorn, Josern Kow.ey, Ashton under L Watch- | Pac, Amos, Gretton, Ni eep 
Bover, Tom, Brighton, Licensed Victyaller Brighton Pet | “maker Ashton under Lyne Pet Oot 10 rd Oct 10 tt 1290 Of Rees County’ Court bidgs, sheep. 


: ; » Gardener entry | Wartaw, Joun WELLINGs, u Northampton 
a B, Rugby, Cow Pet Oct 9} | wy, ha igang 4 on Tyne Pet Se 8 Ord Get 0. Puuisxo, CHARLES 1 Francis Song Woed maton, Ine, 
. — ORDEN, THOMA: ornton, La ical r 20 at 10 16 ton 
—~ < -~ et 9" Ord oct? Semmmnee Agus | Preston Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10” Po.itt, James Henry, Bradford, Manchester, Chemical 


Brows, Kpwis, High rd, Chiswick, Lead and Colour | Wrxx, Gzoncz, Liverpool, 
Merchant Brentford ‘Pet Oct 7 ‘Ord Oct 10 Liverpool Pet Sept 18 


pioekdl Walking Manager 


a, 
Oct 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Ord Oct 9 Builder 


Riveway, E U, Canton, Oct 24 at 3 117, 
8 Cardiff 


Bescuatt, Wutiam, St Helens, Lancs, Pawnbroker | Amended notice substituted for that published in ouee, Manoaner Aberystwith, Fishmonger Oct 24 at 
, bi Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 11 London Gazette of Oct. 1 12.15 Townhall, Aberystwi 
Carter, BLES, Paw Butcher Derby and Long Eaton 


Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Case, Auice Axx, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Oct 6 | Manc 
Ord Oct 6 | 
Cuapwick, Jony, Hightown, Cheeth Manchest 
Plumber Manchester Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 





’ 
| Bayzy, Gzorcz Epwarp, W: 


| Burrerworts, Samvugt, Manchester, noel Card Maker | Soatt, , & CHARLES JOHN Tur, Manningham, Brad- 
hester Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 yy Oct 


FIRST oo 


at 12 Townhall, 


Srgar, Joun James, Landport, Hants, 
Ree, 


Merchant 
thamstow, nome. Builder = 8 Off Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 


Cuapwick, Rosert Wxicut, Bury, Lancs, Driller Bolton | Oct 24at 12 Off Rec, 95, bse le chm =. and Lla 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 | Birxerr, Witwram, Workington, Cu Cm ia cee eS ae be Mat lt 
Cuester, @anan Bzuins, St Leonards on _ fosging Oct 20 at3 Court house, Cockermou' bry t chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
K Hastings Pet Oct9 Ord O Kent, Builder ect 26 at 10 Off P ; 


house Keeper | Bisnor, G , Birli 
Crews, Wit.iau, Stapenhill, Derby, sunher Y Siti , es, 9. King’st, Saetindeme 


Oct 23 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
| Canpen, Sand sen, and Hexry Carper, jun, Sal 
Potteries Chester, Smeweae MManutesunets peg! Urron WILiiam, Banbury Boctrician Oct 20 at 12 


on Trent Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
ee 5 we ALBERT, Wigan, Cycle Agent Wigan Pet | 
1 


11 Ord Oct 1 | * abS Geype cueuier 
rs, 
Cummisc, Hzznent Hesny, Exeter, Accountant Exeter | Case, A Any, Cardiff 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 ~ Sieead, Caea , 


Mary st, Cardiff 


Daxiers, Eviza, Swansea, Confectioner Swansea Pet | Crane, Tuomas Cuar.es, Burslem, Staffs, 
Manufactu:er Oct 20 at 11.45 Off Bee, Newcastle, | Apams, Freverick Groner Witiiam a Newman st, 
Oxford st, Electrical Engineer High 


Staffs 
CLews, Wit.iam, Stapenhill, Derbys, Plumber Oct 20 at 3 Aug 21 Ord Oct 9 
Off Ree, 40, it Mary's gate, Derb y 


bept7 Ord Oct 9 | 
Favu_xsez, Geonrce Srernex, Reigate, Surrey, Contractor | 
Croydon Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Fiowes, 7s. 10 “Ord Oct 10” Boot Maker High 
Court 10 Or t 10 Co , 8 
Frexcu, Witiiam Barmerecomse, ymouth, Builder | West oust, Mewpors 
mouth and East Stonehouse or Bet Oct lo Ord | Crocas, ees 
ii Bicuarp [eatapl, Gaeasren, Ranta Bangor | D J poten ke 
* Vv ’ 
oy tga | Davigs, James DayiEt, 


ILLIAM, Willow Ho eg 


Doe! 
er Oct 28 at 12.80 117, St. Mary st, Cardiff 


Tay.or, Epwin CHarixus, Blackheath, Kent, Auctioneer 


a yin ee 
wt t 117, Bt Warresvrst Wi. i ENRY, par. Be a Oct 20 
2% at 12 117, at 3.30 Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s ga’ 
Earthenware ADJUDICATIONS. 
Court Pet 


Bisuop, Gzoncz, Birling, Kent, Builder Maidstone Pet 
Mon, Painter Oct 25 at 11 Oct 10 Ord’ Oct 10 


Bovey, Tom, Brighton, Licensed Victualler Brighton 
Cltgaete, Carlisle, PetOt10 Ord Oct 11 
Off Ree, 34, Fi st, Carlisle | Braix, Joszrn, Rugby, Gardener Coventry Pet Oct 9 
Flannel Ord Oct 9 


Brigevey, SAmMvEL, = -T: in Furness, Newsagent 





Haxsnziver, Pw Evorxx, Bristol, Cycle Dealer Davis, Fraxcis Wis L1am, Willenhall, Stafford, Builder and Barrow in Furness Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct il 

Bristol Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 Con r Oct 20at1l Off Bec, Wol Browitt, James Hewny, Bradford, Insurance Agent 
Heviises, Fortescve Jous, Falmouth, Baker Truro Pet Da:wxwarer, Gronce FREDERICK, Cardiff, China ¢ | Bradford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 ‘ , Oct 23 at 12 117, 8 | Carrer, Cuartes, Derby, Butcher Derby and Long 
Hovcsox, Groxce, Boulton, Painter Bolton Pet Sept 28 | Prower, Gonos, y Boot Maker Oct 20 | Eaton Pet Oct 10 Ord Oot 19 

on at 12 ruptcy bldgs, Carey | Cuapwick, Jouy, Cheetham, Manchester, 
Ho.iiscewortu, a ru, Bristol, Hosier Bristol Pet | Poppy, Waneen Liskeard » ey of no occupation Piumber Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Oct il Ord Oct 1 ymouth Driller Bolton Pet 


Janes, Hesny, Tooting, 8 Boot Dealer Wandeworth | 
et Ont 10" Tooting, 8 jurrey, Hesxeru, Wiiiian, 


Oct 23 at11 6, Atheneum ter, Pl 
Yor! 


Cuapwick, Ropert + amas Bury, 
ks, qa Oct Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 





20 at 10.15 Off Rec, R Barns) Cuestrer, Sanan ll St Leonards on Sea, Lodging 
Jzwxixe, Tuomas Arc ame, York pl, Portman Court | Hovors. Jams, Senteons o foun, emeraean Nov 8 at house Keeper igs Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Dressmaker High Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Od il 12 ry st, Warwick Crews, WILLIAM, Sta H Pexorehicn, Plumber Barton 
Lacey, Euxest Cuances, Ply mou Commission Agent | Hupsow, CLARENCE — Ki on Ord Oct 9 


Stonehouse Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 


et Bepti6 Ord Oct 9 Bec, 85 Victoria st, 


Oct 80 at 11.30 Court House, 

Neisox, Jauzs 3 Jom, Nuneaton, 

Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 9 Oct DWatil 6, Af 

House Decorator Canterbury | Lavenic K, Gzronoe Coun, 
| General Dealer Oct 20 


Po.x, Heruziean, Belgrave. Leicester, Boot Manufacturer, Suncerland 
Pa Oct i0 Ord Oct 10 
Pomees, Ganev ham, BS + i Kesex, Builder Chelme- | Halifax, 
Pet Oct 9 | Hall 





Cotton 


Warwicks, Engineer | Lacey, Enxxer Cuaurns, Plymouth, Commission Agent 
thenseum 


| Lawtox, Josern, and Wuirezy Lawrow, Ri en, or 
Oct 26 


Pain Oct 20 at Off Rec, Trinity Hu use | ali Coz, G A Wigan, Cycle Agent Wigan Pet 
ter Watit O a , rs 
Lex, Witisam Heeeret, Southport, Water Rate Collector Huvsox, Groner, South rt Paint ~{ x " Det 1h Ord Oct | 


nter Oct 26at 1030 Off 


verpool ame oem. ies Exeter, Accountant Excter 
wane, om arene av High Court Pet | Kxow Es, Maumapuxe CLARKSON, » Ripon, Yorks, Innkeeper Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 
Ord Oct 1 | 


Epwarps, James Srewart, Moorgate ct, Moorgate st. 
Electrical Engineer High Court Pet July 12 Ord 
ter, Plymouth Oct 11 


West 1, Durham, | Frowen, Gronon, City rd, Boot Maker H'gh 
20 at 3 Off Rec, 26, John st, Court “Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Fraencu, Witt1am Brimpiecomen, outh, Builder 

Plymouth and East Stonehouse we Po all Ord Out 10 

atll O} Town — Liandegai, Farmer Pet Oct 7 





Patten, JAuEs, pg Sichop Auditiaal, Confectioner | Lae? paxee James, Upholland, or Wi Painter Oct 20 | Hexuinos, Forrescun Jouy, aiil go Baker Truro 
Durham Pet Oct 9 | Ord Oct Court House orig ote Wines’ Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 
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Ho.iincswortn, a, Bristol, Hosier Bristol Pet, 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 


Hottyoax, Wiiiiam "ieee, Birmingham, Metal. Roller 
Birmiogham Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 10 

Lacey, Ernest Cuaries, Plymouth, Commission ror 
Plymouth and East Stonehouse t Oct 9 Ord Oct 

Marquarpt, ALFRED WILLIAM, Mount Nod rd, Stre 
Wandsworth Pet Aug 22 Ord Oct 10 

Osmonp, Joun, Margate, House Decorator Canterbury 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Poise, HerHzipan, T-7 Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet mt | Ord O. ua 

a AMES, = 2 ishop Auckland, fectioner 

ham Pet bet'9 Ord ONS 
me, Harry, Porth, ae Confectioner Pontypridd 


Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 1 
Rusuwortu, Grorcs Ev a Bradford, Refreshment room 
prietor Bradford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
-— ym ior st, Regent st, Tailor High Court 
e 
SuitH, ARTHUR, Smethwick, Stafford, Wholesale Grocer 
est Ord Oct 9 





Bromwich Pet Oct 9 
Wickuam, Mary Marcuant, Alderney st, Eccleston sq, 
High Court PetJune 13 Ord Oct it 
Worpen, Tomas, Thornton, Lancs, Chemical Labourer 
Preston Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


Lonodn Gazette.—Tvrspay, Oct 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Barter, Frank Cuarves, Elspeth rd, Clapham Common 
Wandsworth Pet July 20 Ord Oct 5 

Beicuer, ALBert Epwarp, Oxford, Furniture Dealer 
Oxford Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 12 

Beynett, Witiiam, Calow, nr Chesterfield, Butcher 
Chesterfield Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

Doe, * ,@ ray Cumberland, Innkeeper Carlisle 

e tl 
Bowsy, JaMgs, Kingston upon Hull, out of business 
upon Hull Pet Uct12 Ord Oct 12 

Brook, WALTER;HENzRY, Newport, Mon, een Agent 
Newport, Mo on Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 

Doo.ey, James, jun, Foxborne rd, Balham, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet Sept1 Ord Oct 12 

Evans, Tuomas, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet Oct 12 
Ord Oct 12 

Gray, Joux, Dudley, Worcester, Confectioner Dudley 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Hawnp, Craries Wii1iam, Ipswich, Farmer Ipswich Pet 
Oct 2 Ord Oct 12 


Hazris, Joun, Goole, Yorks, Pianoforte Dealer Wake- 
field Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 
Horton, Lewis F 8, St Mary axe High Court Pet 
Sept 21 Ord Oct 13 
Masor, Wituiam tal eo ae Tobacconist 
= como Pet } 13 Ord —s Deeks a 
ETTRICK, Davin, wsbury, a ws! et 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 sats —_ 
Nig_p, Frank, Alsager, Chester, Metal Broker Macclesfield 
, Pet et sept 16 Ord Oct ae aa, 
gh = oN, Llanerchyme Angelsey, Car Pro- 
prietor Bangor Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 13 
Root, Joun Wit.1am, Bishop + Cabinet Maker 
Durham Pet Oct 4 —. 
Sammes, W, Clarence 2 ‘Watch Manufacturer 
High Court Pet yay 13 


Simpson, GgorGe Parnrick, and Wie Henay Simpson 

Carditt, Woollen 1 Merchants Cardiff Pet Oct 12 Ord 
t 12 

TownNsEND, Fuspesiox, cana, Fruiterer Blackburn 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 1 

Warp, Henry per Carshalton, Surrey Croydon 
Pet Aug14 Ord Oct 10 

Wiiraker, Cuarces, Bubwith, nr w= Yorks Grocer 

Oct 13 


gston upon Hull Pet sd dl 
,» Commission Agent 


Witcox, w Gecase, Beverley, 
York “Pet Oct 10° Ord Get 10 
Wi.is, Josuva,- Briggate on Garforth, wee, Cycle 
t Wakefield Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 1 
Wits, Anyrz, Burnley, Lancs, Grocer Burnley Pet Oct 12 
Ord Oct 13 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bateman, Epwix Tuomas, Bristol Oct 25 at 12 Off Ree, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 
ones Walsall’ Birmingham Oct 25 at 11 Off 


c, Walsa! 
Bovey, Tom, Brighton, Licensed Victualler Oct 24 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London err 
Bowen, JAMES, +95 upon Hull Oct 24at11 Off Rec, 
Trinity House ln, Hull 
Brain, Josern, Bugby, Gardener Oct 24at 10.30 Off Rec, 
B 17, Herti —— a = i 
ROOKMAN, ALBERT OtiverR, Ty Glos, Grocer 
Oct 26at 12.16 Off Reo, Bald win of Baldwia 
Browitt, James Hryry, ‘ord, Insurance Agent Oct 
24at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
CnHapwic ie oe alten rnicnt, Bury, Driller Oct 26 at 11 
16, Wood 8' 
Cor, GronGre ALozRr, PY Cycle Agent Oct 25at3 
Court hi ouse, Ki hy 
CumMING, aoe aby ter, Accountant Oct 26 at 
10.80 Off Ree, 13, Bedford circus, 
Ba Herpert EvcEng, Bristol, Cycle Dealer Oct 


25 at 1245 Off Rec, Baldwin s' 
Hanp, Cuaries Wrist, I ich Oct 31 at 12.15 
Off Rec, 36, Priaces st, 


pswich 
Matfen, Resthunsbortend, late Farmer 
24at8 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Hanrnison,; Jou, 
Oct Tyne 

Hewuines, Fortiscve Joun — Baker Oct 26 at 12 
Off Rec, 


Boscawen st, 
Hopason bye Bolton, Titan Oct 25 at 10 16, 
Wi it, Bolton 


Masneowente, Josxrn, Bristol, Hosier Oct 25at3 Of 
Rec, Bald Bristol 


a st, r 
Portman sq Oct 24 


Jenxins, Tuomas Ancusn, York Pl. 
at 12 epee nd gg ee = 

Keane, WiutiAm Henry, hiwceiber, Glam, Plasterer 

u Oct 24 ot 135, _ st, re Nod cd, 

ARQU ARDT, LFRED ILLIAM oun! Streatham 

Oct 25 at11.30 24, Railway app, London bridge 








Menzies, Wittram Rosert, Burnley, Lancs, Sugar Boiler 

Oct 27 at 2. Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Bu 

Merraick, Davin, ag a Draper Oct 24 at 3 Off 
Bank chmbrs, Batle: 


Neue, Vavouan, Basinghall st Oct25at12 Bankruptcy 


NELson, James JOuy, Nuneaton, War wie, Engineer Oct 
24 at 11 30 Off Ree, 17, Hert ord st, Co ventry 

Osmonp, Joun, ate, House Decorator Oct 26 at 9.15 
Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 


.Parxers, Herpert CHARLES, Onnock, Stafford, Cycle 
Manu’ Walsail 


facturer Oct 25at10309 Off — 
es a — 
25 al s Bankruptcy " Digs, Carey st 

Paixstman, Epwarp, Rawdon, near Leeds, Manufacturer 

Oct 2at3 Off Aa 31, Manor pe adnan a Bradford 
na, 2 Perper — Boot Manufacturer 

24at 12,30 O eae, 1 Bentlee st, Leicestar 

me, Ervest Ha aLpRoN, Birmingham, Cycle 

Manufacturer Oct 25 at 11 174, pager st, 


Reyyotps, Witiiam Tuomas, Seneete Minories, 
Builder Oct 25at1t Bankru; i Geo st 
Rosinson. H G, Fleet st Oct 26 at 11 Neha, bldgs, 


Rowen, irenae, Burnley, Lancs, Tinplate Worker Oct 27 
atl Hotel, Nicholas ot, Burnle 

Rusuworra, Grorce Evisoy, Bradford, Ref: t Room 
Pro Oct 25 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 


Swannack, LAWRENCE, Daw. Builder and Contractor 
Oct 24at11 Off Rec, 40, 8t Mary’s gate, Derb: 
Taytor, Danizt Macrnerson. Burdett rd, Mile End, 

Ph; Surgeon Oct 26 at 12 Bankruptcy 


B, Chane st bi 

Turner, Joun Witiiam, Sheffield, Butcher Oct 24 at 12 

Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

WuitTakeEr, JouNn ay pe Burnley, jaan, Drape ey 
Hawker Oct 27 at 1.30 Exchange Hotel, 


Buroley 
Wicox, Grorce, Beverley, York, = Agent Oct 
25 at 12.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, Yi 
Wi urs, Henry Apert, te eng Arms, Silver st 
Oct 25 at 230 Bankru; bidgs, Care 
Wrywn, Grorcs, Li s Wi ee Manager 
Oct 25 at 12 Off Rex, 36, Victoria st, Liverpool 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aspott, Freperick Witi1am Nutt, Swansea, Grocer 
1 a IS 20'S Herth oy Ret 
GG1ss, JAM yu nr 
“Butcher Surrey Pet July 26 Ord Oct 12” 
mer Epwis Tuomas, Bristol Pet Oct 3 
Berry, Heyry Burros, Birmingham Walsall Pet 
Sept2 Ord Octil ’ 


pt 
Borner, Harry, Great Corby, Cumberland, Innkeeper 
Carlisle Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Dom, = Ory . apen Hall Kingston upon Hull 


Brook, Wavren 2 Tess, ~ ‘. | PA. ee 
Agent Newport, Mon 

Baooxman, ALBERT OLIVER, Gloe, Grocer 
Bristol Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 13 

Cony, Sen So, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Octé Ord 

Fist seus, Biase vs . Carter In, Bookbinder 
Court Pet Ang 4 Ord Oct 13 _— 

Gray, Jony, A 
Oct 10 


0 
Hanis, ona, poem, Cae Se Pianoforte Dealer Wakefield 
eae Grorce, Bol! Lancs, Painter Bolton 
J Pot Gopt 38 SIE sees & bate High 
EWELL, Wituiam ALF 
Court Pet Aug 15 "Ord Oct 
Lawson, Wiitovessy Hu <q Ras ant, Trinder rd, 
hill High Court Pet 7 Ord Oct 12 
Loaay, WitLiaM James, Maidstone, Kent, Builder *Maia- 
stone Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 138 
Merrrick, oy * seman Draper Dewsbury Pet Oct 
12 Ord Oct 12 


— _ Weston su 2 Sie, Glass Dealer 


Sept 25 tS OO 
Newton, F W, Tent ween Chelmsford- Pet 
P. %, = cae Hill, Derbys, Farmer Derby and 
ALMER, JOHN, Sunny ys, 

Long Eaton Pet Aug 24 Ord Oct 13 , 


Parken, Herpert Cuarces, Cannock, Staffs, Cycle Manu- 
facturer Walsall Pet Sept 90 Ord Oct 12 
Rochester Pet Sept 


Parsons, J T, Erith, Kent, 
18 Ord Oct 11 


Prytuerce, Jonny, 
rietor 


Lianerchymedd, Anglesey, Car Pro- 
R : E aie onls O cor, Besinghen, Cycle 
ALLINGS, ExNest RRY WALpRoy, 
Manufacturer Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct 14 
Root, Joun ee B soem, Cabinet Maker 
Durham Pet Oct Ord Oct 


Suarnort, ANDREW, j Tamworth, Hat Manufacturer 
Bi Pet Aug 11 Ord Oct 12 
Simpson, Groner Parriox, and Wittiam Heyry ——— 
Carditt, Woollen Merchants Cardiff Pet Oct 12 Ord 
SrupHoime, Grorcr E, Manchester, Merchant Manchester 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct 14 
Townssnp, Frepesicx, Blackburn, Fruiterer Blackburn 
Crean Wier ene, Com, tteatin. inihns 
pron, WILLIAM , Ox cian 
Ww PA ORG Onl Onn a8 ah Grocer Kingston 
HITAKE ARLES, Bul nr q 
Hull Pet Oot 13" Ord Oct 13° 


Meraevew, Groner Epwanrp, and Atrrep Jouxn Wort, 
28 Ord Oot 12 


gy Pet 
Wicox Lowy Beverley, 
York Pet Oct 10 Onl bet 10 


Reading, Licensed Victualler 
Ord Oct 12 


Wiitiams, ge kt 
Reading Pet Sept 22 





Wits, Aysit, Burnley, Lancs, Grocer Burnley Pet Oct 12 
Ord Oct 1 


Wiis, Josava, Moor Garforth, Yorks, Cycle 
‘Agent Wakefiolt Pet Oct 14 14 Ord Oct 14 
Worstey, Wituiam Henry, Alleyn pk, D aes House 
Furnisher High Court Pet June 26 Ori Oct 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Witkixsox, Epwarp Jouy, Newcastle on Tyne, Brewer 
Newcastle on Tyne Adjud July 4, 1885 Annul Oct 12 


Ali letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 








| Fg .—Advertiser (onedanitted), « at present 
i similar position, Seeks Managership o' 
London One Office of Country Firm; conducts ——— Be 
sean Ged ieainry apeuh Possibly introd wy ooh 
accoun’ eeper ; cou y introduce a not 
Berd waker ncallent aerenny og 89; tal be 
or by ent.—'! DWARDS, ra: "ge 
nn-read, London, WC . 


LAS —Ceavepenaing, Check 6 (aiddie aged) 


salary yas 512, Conte ay Poplar E. , 


LAg-<8 Solicitor (28; admitted 1807 De- 
ing to won ae be T. 7. 3, 








Severetent W 


ANTED, No. 47 of Vol. XLVI. of the 
Weekly Deporte, ws WITH is Grasuome, dated 
es owe be paid for same at the Office, 


ITY of ‘SHEFFIELD. - — LOANS. —The 








it to him a for the amount of his va Ay but 
such event the depmitor itor will be required to pay the 
ad valorem duty of aT £100. 

Communica‘ addressed to = City 
Accountaxt axp Reeistrar, Town Hall, Sheffield. 


Git OF LIVERPOOL, 
APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT PROSECUTING 
SOLICITOR. 


Be gry > F of the its sf Boe my uire the 
o " office of heutens 








+ oy = Salo and to ast generally in the work of 
wn Clerk’s Departmen’ 
Salary £500 per annum, tribution of £3 





cent. per annum to the Seaman ere tA 
sho Belin capeieted will also be required to effect an 


insurance on his to an amount the jum on which 
jy ne hy 8 per cent. of his e will be required 
to devote his whole time to the ces of the Corporation, 


cuting Soli the 
Finance ttee, under cover to the Town Clerk, 
Munici| Offices, must be delivered at the 
Town *s Office not later the l4th November, 1899. 
By 
EDWARD R. PICKMER 
Town —- Office, Liverpool, Town Clerk. 
7th October, 1 1899. 


EWCASTLE- UPON \-TYNE and GATES- 
HEAD GAs © COMPANY. 


SALE OF FIVE PER CENT. PREFERENCE STOCK. 


Norros 1s Heresy Gives, s, That the Directors have in- 
oper? Maocx, Auctioneer, to Sri. ry r. oe 


Tow, at the | the & Grainger-street Wes’ 
Ne ca Wimrenner, the Ist day ot 
November, 1 
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L® PARTNERSHIP or SUCCESSION. 
Fine. Catt Solicitor Wishes to find an Opening for | 
; he has a thoroughly practical knowledge | 
ae aun to-willing t> work, and isan LL.B (Lond.) ; 
preliminary Clerkship preferred.— W., care of Messrs. Allen | 
& Son, 17, Carlisle-street, Soho-square. 


10 SOLICITORS. —Offices to Let at 15 and 
16, Stephen-:treet, Tottenham-court-road, from 12s. 
per week.— Apply to Lza & Boutton. 





OLICITORS, MORTGAGEES, and Others. 
—M. Davia, 49, Ladbroke-grove, London, is always 
Prepared with Cash to Purchase every description of Pro- 
perty, in any state of repair or position in London, or 
wie 40 miles ; 0 miles; introductory fees if arranged i in advance. 


[ONDON.—Pe — Pelican House, Champion Hill. 
High-class School fr Girls ; six ‘resident governesses ; 
Wealfing pov ensers; moderate terms.— Apply, Mrs. Bre xx err. 


OR SALE. —Solicitor’s General Practice; 
ly suitable for an Advocate.—Apply to Messrs. 
Boore, coed & Co., 18 and 20, Booth-street, Manchester. 


CHEAP 
CONVEYANCING WORKS. 
*,* ALL POST-FREE FOR CASH WITH ORDER. 
AVIDSON’S CONCISE PRECEDENTS, 
1904, New Copy, 11s. KEY axp ELPHINSTONE’S 


PRECEDENTS. 2 vols.—1994. 223.; 1897. New Copy, 33s. 
PRIDEAUX’S PRECEDENTS, ? vols. - 1993, 192. ; 1895, 278. 


N.B —The 8th, 9th, and 10th Editions of Prideaux, and the 
“1878 Edition of Key and Elphinstone, taken in part payment. 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, LTD., 
Dealers in ali Descriptions of Law Haale, 
LINCOLN’S-INN-GATE, CAREY-8ST., LONDON, W.C. 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 











Libraries Valued or Purchased. 
A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
wayson on Sale. 


100, CHANCERY LANE & CAREY STREET. 


GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 

INVESTMENT COMPANY, Lamirzp, 

No. 26, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
[Removed from 5, Whitehall.) 
Established 1836. 
Share and Debenture Capital - - £639,600. 
Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 

Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
charges. Policies Purchased. 

D. 4. BUMSTED, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 


THE REVERSIONARY I iNT EREST SOCIETY, 


RP esos 1823), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in 
yr ae and Life Interests and Life airs 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £616.525. 
The Society has moved from 17 King’s Arms-yard, to 
$0, COLEMAN STREST, BO. 








EDz AND SON, 


BOBE rc MAKERS 


BY SPRCIAL Shanecilon th 
To Her Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Cor of | London, &e. 
ROERS FOK GUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTEE> 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
and Gowns for Registrars, Tow: 
, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes l University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 16. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Law Wi 


"AT GAB PRC AD) a 





thet GEFALH FCS" 


TREATMENT OF OF (NEBRIETY. 


'DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
mh terol 





TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS 
HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 


ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 
For Gentlemen under the ats and ad oe. Terms, 
3to5 Guineas. Billiards, T &e. 
Apply to Resident Medical haperiatandont, 
A.E. MEALS, M.B., B.S. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: J. HEADLEY NEALE, M.B., 
= < age oe igh ay H. Re eet ‘Assoc. 
tudy of Inebriety. Thirty years perience. Excellen 

and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILBY, or the Principal. 


INEBRIETY. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Da. J. M. HOBSON can recaive a few Ladies under his 


personal care. Home life, with every facility for con- 
genial work and recreation. 


Address : 
Glendalough, Morland Road, Croydon. 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


ParviamMentTary Bitis, Minutes or Evipence, Books or 
Rererence, STATEMENTS OF CLaim, Answers, &c., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER. 


27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


BRAND & CO.S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 
ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e, 


Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LOBDOR, 5.W. 


THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—OOMFORT'NG. 


COCOA: 


BREAKFAST SUPPER. 




















Sere PEAR) «: Valuations 
GOLD JEWELLERY, >, voR THE 
PLATE MEDA + LEGAL + 
PROFESSION, 
PROBATE, &, 


ie PROMPTITUDE, 
™ LOW CHARGES. 





BAYLISS JONES & BAYLISS’ 





COMSINEOD-MESH GALVANISED | TREE 
WIRE | GUARDS. 
NETTING. 
Averages 
20 
per cent. 
heaper than 
Ordinary 
Netting. 


© 


Ww 
PRICES, 





VICTORIA WORKS, WOLVERHAMPTON. 


139 & \4t, CANNON STREET, E.( 








Special Advantages te Private Insurers. 
CHE IMPERIAL iwsvuzance ocomPaxy 
toarep, FIRE, 
Established 1808. 
t, Old Broad-street, E.C., 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds over £1,500,000. 
E. COZENS SMITH, General Manag. r. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 


PHG@NIX FIRE OFFICE, 
49, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London, 


Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Francis B. Macpona.p, Secretary. 
S UJ N INSURANCE OFFICE. 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
BI BESSO K BANK, 
th buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


Assured free of all Liability. 
Founded 1710. 
SUM INSURED IN 1898 EX CEEDS £430,000,000. 














Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
ESTABLISHED 1851. 








INVESTED FUNDS - «- - £10,009,000. 
Number of — 85,09 . 

TWO-AND-A-HALF per CENT. INTEREST allowed 

on DEPOSITS, capegenie on on demand. 
TWO per CENT. on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, on the 
minimum monthly balances, when not drawn below £100. 
STOCKS, SHARES, and ANNUITIES purchased ani 

sold for customers. 





SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
Phe yn Dopeia wes ved, andInterest allowed monthly on 
com 


P The BL TRE BECK ALMANACE, with particulars, post 
ree. 
FRANCIS RAVENSCROPFT, Manager. 
Telephone No. 6, Housony. 
Telagrapine Address: “* Biaxsace, Loxpox.” 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1898, 


* Bi ee — 


& uisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
iinllioess shortest notice. 





The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediai e 
“MEMORANDA. ont ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


sedily prin form for tion and 
di pao Tag GHAR mC TWICATES, DEBENTURES, 

CHEQUES, &c., engraved nd printed. OFFICIAL 

SEALS designed and Gueied, No Charge for Sketches. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Kogistration Agents, 
FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
eante’-inn). 


Annual aod other Stamped ani Filed, 









ag Ee 





